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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 3 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate of claim 2. 
When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both 
cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing one claim 
to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. See MPEP 

§ 706.03(k). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-4, and 8-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Ogawa 
etal (6,474,371). 

Ogawa et al teach a powder pressing apparatus, comprising a compaction chamber (12), 
dosing means (10), a powder supply (14, 32), wherein the dosing means (10) comprises a 
plurality of juxtaposed components (44) for receiving powder material from the powder supply 
(32) and feeding the powder material to the compaction chamber (12). 

In regard to claims 2-4 and 11, wherein the dosing means (10) is movable between a first 
position under the powder supply (14) and a second position above the compaction chamber (12, 
col. 5, lines 27-29). 
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In regard to claims 8, wherein the apparatus comprises a plurality of dies (28) and 
compaction means (22, 24, 26 & 30). 

In regard to claim 9, the apparatus further disclose a powder supply conduit (36, 38, 40). 

4. Claims 1-5 and 8-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kohara 
etal (6,481,993). 

Kohara et al teach an apparatus for supplying rare earth metal-based alloy powder, 
comprising a die plate (1) with a plurality of cavities (4), a powder replenishing device (30), and 
a feeder box (10), wherein the feeder box (10) is movable from the replenishing position to a 
position on the die (2a). 

The feeder box (10) further comprises bar-shaped members (21) horizontally movable 
with the feeder box (10) by a cylinder (15), wherein the bar-shaped members (21) are capable of 
adjusting the cross-sectional area of the feeder box relative to the die cavities (4). 

The apparatus further comprises a plurality of lower punches (3) and upper punches (5) 
corresponding to the plurality of die cavities (4). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa et al 
('371) or Kohara et al ('993) as applied to claims 1-4, 8-1 1 above, and further in view of 
Descants (4,401,614). 

Ogawa et al and Kohara fails to disclose a piston being able to enter the compacting 
chamber by passing through the dosing cavity. 

DeSantis disclose an anvil assembly for powder-compacting press, comprising a feeding 
chamber (26) and an upper anvil/punch (38) being capable to enter the die (12) by passing 
through a housing (44) interconnected with a powder hopper (26). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant's 
invention was made to modify Ogawa or Kohara by providing a piston/punch capable of 
compressing powder material in the cavity by passing through the dosing/feeding cavity as 
taught by DeSantis in order to prevent the powder material expose to the atmosphere and to 
prevent contamination. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to THU KHANH T. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1 136. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Yogendra Gupta can be reached on 571-272-13 16. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Y ogendra N Gupta/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1791 
TN 



